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Abstract. The study analyzed the impact of International Fund for Agricultural 
Development (IFAD) in   rural and agricultural development in Rivers State, Southern Nigeria. The 
study was carried out in Jkwerre Local Government Area of the State. Questionnaire and Interview 
schedule were used to elicit information from ninety five farmers. Simple random sampling was 
used to select 3 communities namely: Ozuaha, Ubima and Apani. Data collected were subjected to 
descriptive statistics Findings from the study, revealed that the types of projects implemented by 
IFAD include: construction of classrooms (97.7%), training of women, men and youths in skills 
acquisition (93.1%), water borehole (98.9%), renovation of schools (93.1%) and leadership 
training/seminar (89.7%). Effects of the projects on participating people and communities are: 
improvement in agricultural method, access to good drinking water, human capacity development, 
improvement of rural people’s income and increased productivity.  Non-payment of counterpart 
fund, lack of funds and counterpart fund not provided in time were the factors militating against the 
activities of IFAD in the study area. The study therefore, recommended that counterpart funds 
should be paid regularly and also provided on time by all participating IFAD Local Government 
Areas. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
Rural areas of a country lie outside the densely-built up environments of towns, 
cities and urban villages. Related studies affirmed that rural areas of Nigeria are areas 
where they lack  basic socio-economic infrastructure, low access to the factors of 
production, poverty, natural disaster and socio-conflict which have become a strong push 
factor for rural out migration (Olawepo, 2010). Poverty situation at individual level in the 
rural area include inability to feed oneself sufficiently, physical insecurity, inadequate 
assets, ignorance, incapability to afford basic necessities to meet social and economic 
needs and the powerlessness to improve one’s situations. 
          According to Oyeranti (2010) poverty is still widespread in Nigeria and the 
government has given priority attention through the creation of various policies and 
agricultural related programmes with emphasis on poverty reduction and the revitalization 
of the non-oil sectors particularly agriculture. Such programmes include Operation Feed 
the Nation, Green Revolution Programme, National Agricultural Land Development 
Authority, National Fadama Development Programme, National Policy on Integrated Rural 
Development (NPIRD), among others. These programmes were put in place to raise the 
quality of life of its citizenry. Government also enters into partnership with international 
organizations and agencies such as the World Bank, Food and Agricultural Organization 
(FAO), and International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD), among others in 
order to develop the agriculture and to improve the standard of living of the rural people. 
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         The International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD) is a specialized agency 
of the United Nations (UN) dedicated to eradicating rural poverty in developing countries. 
It was established as an international financial Institution in 1977 as one of the major 
outcomes of the 1974 World Food Conference (IFAD, 2006). Membership in IFAD is 
opened to any nation that is a member of the United Nations, and Nigeria is one of the 163 
UN members. IFAD’s support to Nigerian government’s poverty reduction programme in 
rural areas targets large numbers of smallholder farmers and is essentially people-centered. 
IFAD supports programmes and projects work with smallholder farmers in communities as 
the key players. According to IFAD (2010), declining basic indicators of poverty and 
experience from field observations indicate that poverty in rural communities in the Niger 
Delta region of Nigeria is becoming more widely entrenched. Poverty is undesirable, it is 
an economic and social malaise, a ravaging reality that must be tackled.  
      This research was carried out to analyze the activities of IFAD and how these activities 
have affected or change the wellbeing of the rural people of Rivers State. To assess these, 
the following questions need to be answered. What are the types of activities carried out by 
IFAD in the study area? What are the effects of these activities on the rural people? And 
what are the factors militating against the activities of IFAD in the study area? 
Embarking on rural development is very necessary considering the fact that more 
than two-third of the Nigerian population are living in the rural areas, and they experience 
a lot of misery, poverty, morbidity, and underdevelopment (Albert, 2013). Reflection on 
the Nigerian government experience in rural development showed that not much has been 
achieved even before and after independence. There exist a sharp contrast between policy 
formulation and its implementation, the resultant effects becomes more hardship and poor 
standard of living among the rural dwellers. According to Ogbazi (2006), the government’s 
failure in the various rural development strategies emanated from lack of national 
philosophical base, lack of cohesive identity, inadequate community participation, lack of 
grass root planning, and inability of the government to optimize local resources, among 
other problems. 
Development on the other hand is generally seen as process by which man 
increases or maximizes his control and use of the material resources with which nature has 
endowed him and his environment (Ogbazi, 2006). Afigbo (1991) affirmed that 
development consist of five main ingredients: increasing material wealth for the use of 
individuals and the modern collectivity known as the nation; eliminating unemployment; 
eliminating poverty and want; eliminating inequality, and increasing the general 
availability of labour-saving devices. Development from its inception is a kind of totalistic 
movement and rural development is not an exception Therefore, rural development is a 
multi-dimensional process by which the productivity, income and welfare, in terms of 
health, nutrition, education and other features of satisfactory life of rural people can be 
improved upon or transformed. To this end, both government and non governmental 
agencies have been involved in rural development including the International Fund for 
Agricultural Development (IFAD). 
       IFAD in partnership with Federal Government of Nigeria is implementing Community 
Based Natural Resource Management Programme (CBNRMP) in the nine states of the 
Niger Delta region. The programme is in response to a request by the Federal Government 
of Nigeria for assistance to alleviate rural poverty in the Niger Delta region and it is in line 
with IFAD’s Country Strategic Opportunity Paper (COSOP) for Nigeria (IFAD, 2010). 
The programme goal is to improve the livelihood and living condition of at least 400,000 
rural families of the Niger Delta states; with strong emphasis on women and youths. 
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MATERIAL AND METHOD 
 
  The study was carried out in Ikwerre Local Government Area of Rivers State. 
Rivers State is in the Niger Delta region of Nigeria. The Ikwerre people are traditionally 
farmers, fishermen and hunters. The LGA has twelve (12) principal and autonomous 
communities. These are Isiokpo, Igwuruta, Omagwa, Omuanwa, Ubima, Elele, Omeleru, 
Ozuaha, Omademe, Ipo, Aluu and Apani. Three communities namely Ozuaha, Ubima and 
Apani communities were purposively selected for the study because these are the only 
three communities participating in IFAD programmes in the Local Government Area. 
Thirty (30) households from each community were randomly selected and five staff of 
IFAD. This gave a total of 95 respondents that were engaged for the study. The collected 
data were analyzed using descriptive and analytical statistical techniques which include 
percentage and mean score. The hypothesis was tested using t-test at 0.05 significant 
levels. 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 
Types of activities carried out by IFAD 
       Table 1 reveals the types of activities or projects implemented by IFAD in the 
study area. From the table, the types of projects implemented by IFAD as revealed by the 
respondents include construction of classrooms (97.7%), training of women, men and 
youths in skills acquisition (93.1%), fish ponds (28.7%), cassava processing centre 
(11.5%), water borehole (98.9%) provision of credit (13.8%), renovation of schools 
(93.1%) and leadership training/seminar (89.7%). The study however, indicated that 
projects such as fish processing centre, provision of grant and credit, irrigations, storage 
facilities and community health facilities have not been implemented by IFAD in the study 
area. This implies that IFAD were mainly involved in human capacity development, 
infrastructural and agricultural development. These projects were carried out in line with 
its objectives. This is because IFAD saw rural development as a multi-dimensional process 
by which the productivity, income and welfare, in terms of health, nutrition, education and 
other features of satisfactory life of rural people can be improved upon or transformed. 
Effects of IFAD projects/programmes on the participating communities 
The effect of IFAD projects/programmes on participating communities is shown in Table 
2. 
From the results presented in Table 2 using a mean score of 2.5 as the decision 
rule, the following projects/programmes were accepted to have had positive effects on 
participating people and communities in the study area. They are: improvement in 
agricultural method (m=3.2), access to good drinking water (m=2.7), human capacity 
development (m=2.8), reduction in crime and social vices (m=2.7). Others are: it has 
developed interest in agric (m=2.9), reduction of youth restiveness (m=2.7), increased 
employment opportunities (m=2.7), improvement of rural people income (m=3.1) and 
increased productivity (m=3.0). The implication of this result is that IFAD presence is felt 
by the people but more needed to be done especially in the areas of provision of adequate 
credit and storage facilities for agricultural production since most of the people are 
farmers. 
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Table 1 
Types of projects implemented by IFAD                      n=90 
       Projects Frequency % 
Construction of classrooms 85 97.7 
Training of women, men and youths in skill 81 93.1 
Establishment of fish ponds 25 28.7 
Development of fish processing centre - - 
Establishment of cassava processing centre 10 11.5 
Provision of water borehole 86 98.9 
provision of grant - - 
Provision of credit 12 13.8 
Construction of town hall - - 
Establishment of market - - 
Provision of irrigation systems - - 
Renovation of schools 81 93.1 
Construction of road(s) - - 
Provision of storage facilities - - 
Provision of community health facilities - - 
Leadership training and seminar 78 89.7 
Source: Field survey, 2013 
Table 2 
Mean distribution of respondents on the effect of IFAD projects/programmes     n=95 
Project Effects Staff 
mean 
score 
(N) 
Household 
mean score 
(N) 
Mean of 
mean (N) 
Remarks 
Electricity 2.0 2.1 2.1 Reject 
Improved agriculture/farming 
methods 
3.3 3.1 3.2 Accept 
Access roads 1.4 1.2 1.3 Reject 
Clean borehole water 2.8 2.6 2.7 Accept  
Credit to boost agric production 2.2 1.9 2.1 Reject 
Market 1.6 1.3 1.5 Reject 
Infrastructural facilities 1.8 1.7 1.8 Reject 
Human capacity development 2.9 2.6 2.8 Accept 
Reduction in crime and vices 2.8 2.6 2.7 Accept 
Increased interest in agric 3.1 2.7 2.9 Accept 
Reduction of youth restiveness 2.6 2.7 2.7 Accept 
Reduced rural-urban migration 1.5 1.9 1.7 Reject 
Low unemployment rate 1.8 1.6 1.7 Reject 
Increased employment 2.8 2.5 2.7 Accept 
Agric storage facilities 1.3 1.2 1.3 Reject 
Improved income through agric 3.2 3.0 3.1 Accept 
Increased productivity 3.1 2.9 3.0 Accept 
Source: Field survey, 2013                                                            Mean = ± 2.5 
 
 
Agricultura – Ştiinţă şi practică                                         no. 3- 4(87-88)/2013                                         Agriculture - Science and Practice  
- 87 - 
 
Factors militating against the activities of IFAD 
From a mean score of 2.5, the results of the study indicated that: non-payment of 
counterpart fund (m=3.6), lack of funds (m=3.5) and counterpart fund not provided on time 
(m=3.7) were the factors militating against the activities of IFAD in Ikwerre Local 
Government Area. This result supported Ojarikre (2012), who reported that dispute 
between the Federal Government of Nigeria (FGN) executive and the parliament over the 
release of budget allocation is a major constraints to IFAD activities as counterpart fund 
from FGN, States and Local Government Councils are not always available on time. This 
is also in total agreement with Sam (2012) who observed that the nonpayment of 
counterpart fund by some states and local government councils have hindered the smooth 
and effective implementation of donor agencies projects. 
Table 3. 
Factors militating against the activities of IFAD in the area                   n=95 
Factors Militating Staff 
mean 
score 
Household 
mean 
score 
Mean of 
mean 
(N) 
Remarks 
Violence 1.5 1.0 1.3 Reject 
Communal crises 1.8 1.1 1.5 Reject 
Non-payment of counterpart fund 3.7 3.5 3.6 Accept 
Insecurity of projects 2.2 1.1 1.7 Reject 
Lack of maintenance of project 2.4 1.6 2.0 Reject 
Corruption 1.5 1.9 1.7 Reject 
Vandalization of projects 2.3 1.2 1.8 Reject 
Lack of cooperation from the people 1.9 1.0 1.5 Reject 
Poor knowledge of IFAD programme 1.5 1.3 1.4 Reject 
Lack of funds 3.5 3.4 3.5 Accept 
Youth restiveness 1.8 1.9 1.9 Reject 
Local elite hijacking of funds meant 
for project  
 
1.2 
 
1.1 
 
1.6 
 
Reject 
Cultural/social impediment 1.6 1.3 1.5 Reject 
Insecurity on microfinance and 
banking 
2.0 1.0 1.5 Reject 
Environmental degradation 2.3 1.0 1.7 Reject 
Politicizing of project 1.1 2.2 1.7  
Lack of participation by the people 1.8 1.7 1.8 Reject 
Counterpart fund not provided on 
time. 
3.8 3.5 3.7 Accept 
Source: Field survey, 2013                  Mean = ± 2.5  
Testing of Hypothesis 
Ho1: There is no significant difference in the responses of IFAD staffs and the households 
on effects of IFAD activities on rural communities 
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Table 4  
Mean, Standard Deviation and t-test showing the significant difference in the responses of 
IFAD staff and households on the effects of IFAD activities 
Respondents Mean  SD N Df t-cal t-crit 
(0.05.16) 
Sig.t Sig.level Decision 
IFAD staff 
Households 
2.39 
2.23 
0.69 
0.64 
17 
17 
16 3.496 2.12 0.003 0.05 Reject 
Source: Field Survey, 2013 
 
Table 4 reveals that the responses of IFAD staff and the households are 2.39 and 
2.23 respectively. The computed t is 3.496 while the critical (table) valve of t(0.05,16}=2.12. 
Since t-cal = 3.496> t – crit = 2.12, therefore the null hypothesis is rejected.  More so the 
profitability valve (sig.t) = 0.003< 0.05 level of significance. It is therefore concluded that 
there is a significant difference in the response of IFAD staff and households on the effect 
of IFAD activities on the participating rural communities in the study area. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
  
IFAD activities have impacted on the standard of living of the rural people in the 
study area, through the provision of borehole water, renovation of classrooms for the 
children and training of men, women and youths in skills acquisition and human capacity 
development. Also, IFAD activities in the area have been able to improve agricultural 
method, income, productivity, increased employment opportunities, reduction in crime and 
social vices. The study therefore recommended that: The International Fund for 
agricultural Development and other development agencies should place more emphasis on 
providing credit and grant to the people. This is to enable them increase their agricultural 
production since this has not been adequately taken care of from the results of the study. 
Secondly, storage and processing facilities should be provided by IFAD and other 
development bodies including the government at all levels to the people in the Local 
Government Area since it was lacking as this would enable farmers to store their excess 
produce. Finally, counterpart funds should be paid regularly and also provided on time by 
all participating IFAD Local Government Areas since it is the most militating factor 
against the IFAD activities in Ikwerre Local Government Area. 
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